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The petitioner appeals the decisions by the Departnent of
Prevention, Assistance, Transition, and Health Access (PATH)
denyi ng her application for Emergency Assistance (EA) and
Ceneral Assistance (GA) benefits. The issue is whether the
petitioner is facing a "catastrophic situation"” as defined by
the pertinent regul ations.

The petitioner was the subject of Fair Hearing No.

18, 745, decided by the Board on Decenber 12, 2003. The
petitioner has appealed this decision to the Vernont Suprene
Court. The facts and issues raised in the instant matters are

nearly identical to those in the previous fair hearing.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The petitioner is a single woman who recei ves Soci al
Security disability benefits of $606 and SSI of $18 a nonth.
The petitioner has a twenty-two-year-old son who attends

college in another state, but who stays in the petitioner's
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home on school vacations. Child support paynents to the
petitioner on behalf of her son ended in Septenber 2003.

2. The petitioner applied for EA and GA in Novenber 2003
(Fair Hearing No. 18,754) for rent, utilities, transportation,
and food because she no | onger has sufficient incone to pay
all her expenses. At that tinme the Departnment granted the
petitioner GA for an overdue electric bill and it indicated at
the hearing (held on Decenber 3, 2003) that it would pay an
overdue gas bill. However, the Departnment has denied the
petitioner's application for GA for rent and nedi cal
transportation.

3. The Departnent denied the petitioner's Novenber
request for GA to cover her costs in driving her owm car to
physi cal therapy appointnments in another town. The petitioner
did not allege either that it is nmedically necessary for her
to drive to another town to receive such services or that,
even if it were, Medicaid transportation services would not be
avail able to her for this purpose.

4. The Departnent denied the petitioner's applications
for GA for rent on Novenber 14 (Fair Hearing No. 18, 754) and
Decenber 16, 2003 (Fair Hearing No. 18,804). On the dates of
the hearings in these matters (Decenber 3 and 31, 2003

respectively) the petitioner again did not allege that she was
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facing an i nm nent eviction fromher honme. She again argued
that she should receive GA for her rent because she no | onger
has enough inconme to pay this and her other basic living

expenses.

ORDER

The Departnent's decisions is affirnmed.

REASONS

Enmer gency Assistance (EA) is payable only to househol ds
"on behal f of a needy child under the age of 21". WA M 8§
2800. I nasnmuch as the petitioner does not have such a child
i n her household she cannot be eligible for EA

Unli ke EA, the General Assistance (GA) programis
entirely state funded and adm nistered. See 33 V.S. A 88 2101
et seq. Although the petitioner continues to argue otherw se
(see Fair Hearing No. 18,745), it is clear that the federal
statutes and regul ati ons governing the TANF, Food Stanps, SSI,
and Medi caid prograns do not pertain to GA

The GA regul ati ons provide that households with incone in
excess of the Reach Up Fi nancial Assistance (RUFA) nmaxi mum can
only receive additional financial assistance if they are
experiencing a "catastrophic situation". See WA M 2600 et.

seq. The petitioner's nonthly incone ($624) is in excess of
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t he RUFA paynent | evel of $458 for a one-person househol d.
WA M 88 2244-2249.
The GA regulations |imt defined catastrophic situations

to the foll ow ng:

1. Death of a spouse or a mnor dependent child.

2. The presence of an energency nedi cal need .

3. A natural disaster such as a flood, fire, or
hurri cane.

4. A court-ordered or constructive eviction . . . due
to circunstances over which the applicant had no
control

WA M 2602.

As set forth above (and as discussed in Fair Hearing No.
18,745), the petitioner's allegations in these matters do not
indicate that she is presently facing the kind of energency
situation contenplated by the above regulations. Wth her
recent reduction in inconme, however, it does not seemunlikely
that she could be facing nore such situations in the future.
She is, of course, free to reapply for GAif and when she
should find herself in any of the above-defined situations.
Unfortunately, however, GA is not intended to provide
suppl enental incone to neet ongoing basic living expenses for
i ndividuals with i ncome fromother sources in excess of the

program maxi mum It nust be concluded that the Departnent's
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decisions in this matter are in accord with its regul ations
and nust, therefore, be affirmed. 3 V.S. A 8§ 3091(d), Fair

Hearing Rule No. 17.



